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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of the Claims 

Claims 10-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. 

Claims 1, 2, 3, 10, 11 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
Claims 4-9 and 1 9-22 are allowed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 10-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

Claim 10 states that the power of the system is controlled by a board interface 
that is connected to an integrated management panel board. This claim language is not 
supported by the specification. The specification clearly states that the power is 
controlled by a unit present on the integrated management panel board. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Klein et al. in view of Yen. 

Regarding claim 1: 

Klein teaches a start processing unit which conducts a start processing, and then 
starts an application when power of an apparatus system is turned on in Fig. 1 "107" 
and "110." The start processing unit further inherently includes a BIOS. While not 
pictured in Figure 1 , a BIOS is an integral part of the startup system of any computer. 

Klein teaches a trouble monitoring unit which controls the power of the 
apparatus system, and integrally monitors a trouble of said start processing unit and a 
trouble during system operation in Fig. 1 and col. 3 line 47-col. 4 line 32. The trouble 
monitoring unit is represented by the numerous monitors and interfaces pictured in 
Figure 1 and described in the cited columns and lines. 

Klein teaches a trouble notification unit that acquires information stored, and 
notifies an external remote maintenance system of the information through a network 
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interface if said trouble monitoring unit detects a trouble of said start processing unit in 
Fig. 4 and col. 7 line 38-col. 8 line 47. The trouble notification unit is represented by 
network subsystem 400, pictured in Figure 4 and described in the cited columns and 
lines. The network subsystem performs the functions of information through a network 
interface to a remote maintenance system when the management processor receives a 
report of a crash through the management bus. 

Klein does not explicitly teach the information that is sent across the network 
being log information stored in the start processing unit. Klein does, however, teach 
sending information across the network in order to notify a failure of the start processing 
unit. 

Yen teaches a log stored in a start processing unit that contains information 
about errors of the start processing unit in col. 7 lines 3-12. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine log of Yen with the information of Klein. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated 
to make the combination because Klein teaches sending information to notify a failure of 
the start processing unit so that the failure can be handled by the proper authorities. 
Yen teaches that by keeping and utilizing a log, the authorities that are notified of the 
error can further be notified of the startup procedure at which the failure occurred and 
the possible reasons why the failure occurred, thereby enhancing the notification 
message of Klein. 

Regarding claim 18: 
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Klein teaches a start processing operation of conducting a start processing, and 
then starting an application when power of a computer system is turned on in col. 7 
lines 13-15. 

Klein teaches a trouble monitoring operation of controlling the power of the 
computer system, and integrally monitoring a trouble of said start processing unit in col. 
4 lines 41-42 and col. 7 lines 5-7. 

Klein teaches a trouble notification operation of acquiring information, and 
notifying an external remote maintenance system of the information through a network 
interface if the trouble of said start processing unit is detected in said trouble monitoring 
operation occurring during a period from a turn-on of a system power supply, through 
activation, to a start-up of the application in col. 4 lines 14-20 and col. 7 line 38-col. 8 
line 47. The trouble notification unit is represented by network subsystem 400, pictured 
in Figure 4 and described in the cited columns and lines. The network subsystem 
performs the functions of outputting information through a network interface to a remote 
maintenance system when the management processor receives a report of a crash 
through the management bus. 

Klein does not explicitly teach the information that is sent across the network 
being log information stored in the start processing unit. Klein does, however, teach 
sending information across the network in order to notify a failure of the start processing 
unit. 

Yen teaches a log stored in a start processing unit that contains information 
about errors of the start processing unit in col. 7 lines 3-12. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine log of Yen with the information of Klein. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated 
to make the combination because Klein teaches sending information to notify a failure of 
the start processing unit so that the failure can be handled by the proper authorities. 
Yen teaches that by keeping and utilizing a log, the authorities that are notified of the 
error can further be notified of the startup procedure at which the failure occurred and 
the possible reasons why the failure occurred, thereby enhancing the notification 
message of Klein. 

Claims 2, 3 f 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Klein et al. and Yen as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of 
applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA). 

Regarding claim 2: 

The teachings of Klein are outlined above. Klein further teaches wherein said 
start processing unit is provided on a baseboard in Fig. 1 . Klein also teaches said 
trouble notification unit is provided on a system management support board in Fig. 4. 
Klein teaches the system management support board comprising a dedicated power 
unit constantly supplied with power in Fig. 4. Klein further teaches the network interface 
connecting said remote maintenance system in Fig. 4. 

Klein does not explicitly teach said trouble monitoring unit is provided on an 
integrated management panel board. Klein does, however, teach a trouble monitoring 
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unit, represented by a multitude of interfaces and sensors that monitor errors occurring 
in the computer system. 

AAPA teaches said trouble monitoring unit is provided on an integrated 
management panel board on page 1 line 20-page 2 line 1 . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the integrated management panel board of AAPA with the trouble 
monitoring unit of Klein. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated 
to combine the teachings because it is disclosed by applicant that it was conventional in 
the art at the time of invention to provide the function of the trouble monitoring unit of 
Klein on an integrated management panel board because without said IMP board, 
system management is insufficient and non-standardized. 

Regarding claim 3: 

Klein teaches wherein said system management support board is an interface 
board connected to an interface provided on the baseboard of the apparatus system in 
Fig. 1, Fig. 4 and col. 2 lines 41-42. 

Regarding claim 10: 

The teachings of Klein are outlined above. 

Klein also teaches the trouble notification unit receiving trouble information from 
a time the power of the system is turned on until a start processing is conducted and an 
application is started. This limitation is inherent to the Klein reference. Klein teaches 
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monitoring for errors while the system is turned on, which inherently includes the time 
from power on until an application is started. 

Klein does not explicitly teach an integrated management panel board for 
monitoring a trouble of the apparatus system. Klein does, however, teach a trouble 
monitoring unit for monitoring any trouble of the apparatus system. 

AAPA teaches an integrated management panel board on page 1 line 20-page 2 

line 1. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the integrated management panel board of AAPA with the trouble 
monitoring unit of Klein. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated 
to combine the teachings because it is disclosed by applicant that it was conventional in 
the art at the time of invention to provide the function of the trouble monitoring unit of 
Klein on an integrated management panel board because without said IMP board, 
system management is insufficient and non-standardized. 

Regarding claim 11: 

Klein teaches wherein said power supply unit, said board interface, said network 
interface and said trouble notification unit are provided on an interface board connected 
to an interface provided on a baseboard of the apparatus system in Fig. 4. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 3, 10, 11 and 18 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Applicant's arguments with respect to the 35 USC 1 12 rejection, filed 4/4/05 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant contends that because the specification has a clear statement of where 
the power controller exists the claim does not lack enablement. Applicant contends that 
one of ordinary skill would understand how to make and use the claimed invention. On 
the contrary, the claimed invention and the specification describe two different things. 
The claimed invention states that the board interface that is controlling power is on a 
support board that connects to the integrated management panel board. The 
specification states that the power control is done by a unit that is part of the integrated 
management panel board (IMPB), not by a unit that is on a support board that connects 
to the IMPB (see page 16 lines 18-21 and page 18 lines 18-21). The rejection, 
therefore, is maintained. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marc M. Duncan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3646. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on 571-272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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